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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the RCE filed on November 14, 2005. Claims 

1 and 5-7 have been amended. Claims 8-16 have been newly added. Claims 1- 
16 are now pending. 



Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to because they are handwritten in places. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. 
The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining 
figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional 
replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining 
figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must 
be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the 
next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially 
created doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as 
to prevent the unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" 
granted by a patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. 
A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where 
the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined application 
claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because the examined 
application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the 
reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. 
Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In 
re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 
619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 
1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c) or 
1.321(d) may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a 
nonstatutory double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or 
patent either is shown to be commonly owned with this application, or claims an 
invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the scope of a joint 
research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may 
sign a terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must 
fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 



3. Claims 1-4 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 

obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-7 of 
copending Application No. 10/084221. This is a provisional double patenting 
rejection because the conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in 
the referenced copending application and would be covered by any patent 
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granted on that copending application since the referenced copending application 
and the instant application are claiming common subject matter, as follows: 
Application 10/064118 is in italics. Application 10/064,221 is in bold. 
Claim 1 : A method for providing information to a client browser, the method 
comprising: 

sending a first request from a client to a server (Claim 1 : sending a request 
from a client to a server); 

responsive to the first request, initiating a request by the server to create a 
token (Claim 1: wherein the token is created responsive to an earlier 
request from the client to the server); 

responsive to the first request, sending information from the server to the 
client, the information including at least display data and a first link corresponding 
to the token but not including the token (Claims:4 if the token is not available 
to send to the client, sending a response to the client without the token); 

rendering the display data in a browser of the client (Claims:4 if the token is 
not available to send to the client, sending a response to the client without 
the token); 

sending a second request from the client to the first link, the second request 
not including the token (Claim 1: sending a request from a client to a server); 

determining at the first link whether the token is created; and (Claim 1 : 
determining whether the token is available to send to the client) 
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if the token is created, sending the token to the client (Claim 3: if the 
token is available to send to the client, sending a response to the client 
with the token). 

Claim 2: A method according to claim 1, further comprising: starting a 
timer after initiating the request to create a token (Claim 5: determining if a 
timer exceeds a predetermined value). 

Claim 3: A method according to claim 2, further comprising: 

If the token is not yet created, comparing the timer to a predetermined 
value (Claim 6: if the timer does not exceed the predetermined value, 
determining whether the token is available to send to the client). 

Claim 4: A method according to claim 3, further comprising: if the timer 
exceeds the predetermined value, sending a second link to the client, the second 
link corresponding to the token (Claim 7: if the timer does exceed the 
predetermined value, sending a response to the client without the token). 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant would be 
prevented from presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant 
application in the other copending application. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 
158 USPQ 210 (CCPA 1968). See also MPEP § 804. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 
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Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements 
of this title. 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. For a subject matter to be statutory, the 
claimed process must be limited to a practical application of the abstract idea of 
mathematical algorithm in the technological art. However, "information signal" 
and "computer executable software code" recited in claim 5 are not tangible. 
Specification failed to provide antecedent basis for "information signal" recited in 
claim 5, it appears that information signal is not limited to tangible embodiment, 
therefore non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1, 5-7 and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a 
way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), 
at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
The negative limitation added to the claims is "the second request not including 
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the token". Upon careful consideration of the specification, no portion of the 
specification can be located that deal with including/not including a token in the 
request from the client to the server. It is unknown why the client would be 
transmitting a token to the server when the invention instead seems to be 
directed to retrieving token from the server. 

Newly added claim 1 1 recites "a second server". Upon careful 
consideration of the specification, no portion of the specification can be located 
that deal with "a second server" creates token. 

Newly added claim 12 recites, "the first link is a link to the server". Upon 
careful consideration of the specification, no portion of the specification can be 
located that deal with "the first link is a link to the server". 

Newly added claim 13 recites, "the first link is a link to a second server". 
Upon careful consideration of the specification, no portion of the specification can 
be located that deal with "the first link is a link to a second server". 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

7. The term "a predetermined value" in claims 3 and 4 is a relative term 
which renders the claim indefinite. The term " a predetermined value" is not 
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defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. The specification makes a 
possible suggestion of this predetermined value in paragraph [0009] and [0010], 
but one of ordinary skill in the art would be unsure if this actually applies to the 
invention as claimed based on his/her reading of the specification. 

8. Claims 1 and 3-7 consist of claims containing the equivalent of 

"if then..." statements. This type of statement does not clearly define what is 

included and not included within the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 

Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. Claims 1,5-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Montulli (U.S. Patent Number 6,134,592). 
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Montulli teaches the invention as claimed including a method and 
apparatus for transferring state information between a server computer system 
and a client computer system (See abstract). 

As to claim 1, Montulli teaches a method for providing information to a client 
browser, the method comprising: 

sending a first request from a client to a server (Column 7, lines 35-36, 
Montulli discloses request from client to server); 

responsive to the first request, initiating a request by the server to create a 
token (Column 7, lines 35-36, Montulli discloses creating token); 

responsive to the first request, sending information from the server to the 
client, the information including at least display data and a first link corresponding 
to the token but not including the token (Column 6, lines 1-15; Column 7, lines 
21-25, lines 36-40 Montulli discloses link corresponding to the token); 

rendering the display data in a browser of the client (Column 7, lines 40-43, 
Montulli discloses rendering the display data in a browser); 

sending a second request from the client to the first link, the second request 
not including the token (Column 6, lines 1-15; Column 7, lines 45-50, Montulli 
discloses sending second request); 

determining at the first link whether the token is created; and (Column 7, lines 
21-25, Column 8, lines 21-22, Montulli discloses determining if token is created ) 
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if the token is created, sending the token to the client. (Column 8, lines 21-24, 
Montulli discloses sending token to the clinet). 

Claims 5, 6 and 7 represent program product that are parallel to method 
claim 1 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

As to claim 8, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein the 
token is a cookie (Column 7, lines 33-50). 

As to claim 9, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein the 
first link is a link to clear gif (Column 6, lines 48-57). 

As to claim 10, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein 
the server creates the token (Column 7, lines 33-50). 

As to claim 1 1 , Montulli teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein a 
second server creates the token (Column 7, lines 33-50). 

As to claim 12, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein 
the first link is a link to the server (Column 7, lines 21-25, lines 36-40). 

As to claim 13, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein 
the first link is a link to a second server (Column 7, lines 21-25, lines 36-40). 
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As to claim 14, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein 
the first request is an http request (Column 7, lines 21-25, lines 36-40). 

As to claim 15, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein 
the token is a slow cookie (Column 7, lines 21-25, lines 36-40). 

As to claim 16, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein 
the information includes html (Column 6, lines 1-15). 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 



10. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Montulli (U.S. Patent Number 6,134,592) as applied above, and further in 
view of Sato et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,718,482) hereinafter referred as Sato. 

Sato teaches the invention substantially as claimed including computer 
system and method for monitoring faults occurring in the computer system (See 
abstract). 
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As to claim 2, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 1, further 
comprising initiating request to create token and life time of that token (Montulli, 
Column 8, lines 26-31). 

Montulli does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation of using timer. 

However, Sato teaches using count-down timer. (Column 14, lines 31-33). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Montulli by using timer to keep track of session time. One 
would be motivated to do so to limit the life time of a session created between a 
client and server. 

As to claim 3, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 2, further 
comprising initiating request to create token and life time of that token (Montulli, 
Column 8, lines 26-31). 

Montulli does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation of comparing timer 
with predetermined time. 

However, Sato teaches comparing timer with predetermined time. (Sato, 
Column 15, lines 30-35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Montulli by using timer to compare used time with 
predetermined time to enhance system performance. One would be motivated to 
do so to limit the life time of a session created between a client and server. 
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As to claim 4, Montulli teaches a method according to claim 3, further 
comprising sending a second link to the client, the second link corresponding to 
the token. (Montulli, Column 12, lines 46-51). 

Montulli does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation of timer exceeds 
the predetermined value. 

However, Sato teaches comparing timer with predetermined time. (Sato, 
Column 15, lines 30-35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Montulli by using timer to compare used time with 
predetermined time to enhance system performance. One would be motivated to 
do so to limit the life time of a session created between a client and server. 



Conclusion 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 

the examiner should be directed to Faruk Hamza whose telephone number is 
571-272-7969. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached at 571-272-4006. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 886-217-9197 (toll -free). 
Faruk Hamza 
Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unite 2155 




